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give their statement the utmost weight, they attested it on oath
before a magistrate.1 On the other hand, the brother of Orr
published a letter, to the truth of which he said he also was pre-
pared to swear, in which he stated that he had tried in vain to
induce the condemned man to sign the confession of guilt, and
that having failed in all his efforts, and in hopes of saving his
brother's life, he had himself signed it in his brother's name, but
without his privity or consent.2

The reader must form his own estimate of these conflicting
statements. Notwithstanding the hopes which had naturally
been raised by the repeated respites, the Government ultimately
decided that the sentence should be carried out. A paragraph,
which was inserted, no doubt, by authority, in the { Belfast News
Letter,5 announcing this decision, stated that Pelham had written
to the High Sheriff intimating that the respite had been granted
for the purpose of enabling the Lord Lieutenant to consult Lord
Yelverton and Judge Chamberlain, c as to certain papers which
had been transmitted relative to one of the witnesses on whose
testimony Mr. Orr was condemned;' that both judges were of
opinion that these papers did not impeach the verdict, and that
the law must, therefore, take its course.3 From the statement
of Lord Clare, it would appeax that the affidavits which had
been made after the verdict had been delivered, were not brought
formally before the Lord Lieutenant, and that the decision was
taken mainly on the ground that the judge who presided at the
trial declared himself fully satisfied with the verdict.4 Orr met

1  Belfast News Letter, Oct. 16, 20,     Lord Lieutenant, but if they had, is
1797.                                                     there a man with a trace of the prin-

2  Ibid.  Oct. 20, 1797; McNevin's     ciples of justice in his mind, who will
Trials, p. 493.                                          .   say that such affidavits ought to be

3  Belfast   News Letter,  Oct.  13,     attended to?   Is it to be supposed
1797.                                                     that a judge would receive a verdict

4  The  following is Lord Clare's     from a jury in a state of intoxication ?
own   defence   of   the   Government.     or was it ever heard that a juryman
* His Excellency, notwithstanding the     was received, by voluntary affidavit,
declaration of the learned Lord [the     to impeach a verdict in which he had
judge], respited  Mr.   Orr;   to   give     concurred?     Will any man with  a
time for inquiry whether any justifi-     trace of criminal justice in his mind,
able ground could be laid for extend-     say that  a voluntary affidavit of a
ing mercy to him; and finding that     person not produced, unexamined at
nothing could  be   substantiated to     the trial, ought to be received after
shake the justice of his conviction,     conviction, to impeach the credit of
the unhappy man was left for execu-     a witness  who was  examined   and
tion.    The affidavits which  I have     cross-examined,   and   whose   credit
stated   never were- laid before the     stood unimpeached by legal evidence ?